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Joan Marsh Suite 1000
Director 1120 20th Street NW
Federal Government Affairs Washington DC 20036

2024573120
FAX 202 457 3110

December10, 2001

Ms. MagalieRomanSalas
Secretary
FederalCommunicationsCommission
~ l2~Street,SW, RoomTWB-204
Washington,DC 20554

Re: Noticeof WrittenEx parte- DUF Charges:JointApplicationof BellSouth
forProvisionof In-RegionInterLATA Servicesin GeorgiaandLouisiana,
CC DocketNo. 01-277

DearMs. Salas:

This letterrespondsto the CommissionStaff’s requestfor additional information
concerningBellSouth’sGeorgiaand LouisianaDaily UsageFile (“DUF”) charges. In its
Comments,AT&T Corp. (“AT&T”) comparedBellSouth’sGeorgiaandLouisianaperline
monthlyDUF chargeswith thechargesimposedby theincumbentlocal exchangecarriers
(“ILECs”) in Pennsylvaniaand otherstatesthat havereceivedSection271 approval,and
concludedthat BellSouth’sDUF chargesfar exceedthe equivalentchargesin theseother
states. In its Reply Comments,BellSouthsuggeststhat a monthly “per port” chargein
Pennsylvaniashould be reflected in the analysis. BellSouth’s ex parte presentation,
submittedon November8, 2001, also refers to certain “DUF Transport” charges.1 The
Staff requestedclarification of these“DUF Transport”and “per port” charges,andasked
abouttherole thesechargesplayedin AT&T’s analysis.

The Pennsylvania“per port charges”to which BellSouth’sReplyCommentsrefer
appearto be the sameasthe“DUF Transport”chargesidentifiedin theBell Atlantic (now
Verizon) Tariff attachedto BellSouth’sex partesubmission. SeeBellSouth’sNov. 8 Ex
Parte, at 2. Verizon’s “DUF Transport” chargesrecovercostsfor capacityon dedicated
trunks that CLECs may purchasefrom incumbentlocal exchangecarriers (“ILECs”).2

1 SeeEx Parte Letter from GlennT. Reynolds,BellSouth,to MagalieRomanSalas,FCC Secretary,CC

DocketNo. 01-277(Nov. 8, 2001) (“Nov. 8 ExParte”) attachingexcerptsfrom thePennsylvaniatariff.
2 In Georgia,LouisianaandPennsylvania,dedicatedtrunks are availablemoregenerallyas Direct Connect

Trunksin specialaccesstariffs from which AT&T purchasesthis functionality.



Thesededicatedtrunks enableCLECs to receive various electronic data transmissions
from theILECs, includingdatarelatingto accessservices,suchasusagevolumes.3

AT&T’s DUF chargecomparisonfocuseson whetherthe chargesproducedby
BellSouth’spermessageDUF ratesfor Georgiaand Louisiana,asappliedto AT&T, are
overstatedwhen comparedwith the chargesproducedby the ILECs’ per messageDUF
ratesin otherSection 271 approvedstates. AT&T’s comparisonexcludesthe costsof
capacityon Direct ConnectTrunksor their functionalequivalentsfor all statesacrossthe
boardbecauseAT&T and manyother CLECs, do not purchaseadditional trunk capacity
from ILECs in orderto receiveDUF records.4 Rather,AT&T andothersimilarly situated
CLECsreceiveDUF recordsover existingdedicatedtrunks thatarealreadyusedto receive
accessdataand otherelectronicdatatransmissionsfrom ILECs. AT&T’s analysisthus
providedavalid “applesto apples”comparisonof DUF chargesin Georgia,Louisianawith
theDUF chargesin otherSection271 approvedstates.

AT&T’s comparisonshowsthat BellSouth’sDUF chargesare more than double
thoseof other ILECs that havereceivedSection271 approval. They are also out of line
with the DUF chargesBellSouthitself hasproposedin the genericratecasenow pending
beforethe GeorgiaPublicServiceConmiission. BellSouth’stariffed ratesin Georgiaand
LouisianaproduceDUF chargesthat are more than double those that BellSouth now
claims are TELRIC-compliantin the Georgiagenericrateproceeding. At a minimum,
BellSouth shouldreplacetheDUF ratescurrentlyappearingin its GeorgiaSGAT with the
lower DUF rates it now advocatesin the Georgiaproceedings.Thataction would at the
very least render consistentBellSouth’s conflicting claims in thesestate and federal
proceedings.5

Forexample,Section6.2.1 & 6.2.2 of BellSouth’sinterconnectionagreementwithZ-Tel Communications,
Inc. (providedin AppendixB to BellSouth’sJointApplication) states:

The Optional Daily UsageFile will be distributedto Z-Tel via an agreedmediumwith
CONNECT:Directbeingthe preferredmethod. . . . Datacircuits (private line or dial-up)
mayberequiredbetweenBellSouthandZ-Tel for thepurposeof datatransmission.Where
adedicatedline isrequired,Z-Tel will beresponsiblefor orderingthecircuit, overseeingits
installationandcoordinatingtheinstallationwith BellSouth. Z-Tel will alsobe responsible
for any chargesassociatedwith this line. Equipmentrequiredon the BellSouthend to
attach the line to the mainframe computer to transmit successfullyongoing will be
negotiatedon a caseby casebasis.

“ BellSouthalso suggeststhat theTexasDUF chargein AT&T’s analysisfails to accountfor “a variety of
per messageratesthat may or may not apply in certain circumstances.” Ruscilli/Cox ReplyAff ¶ 29.
AT&T’s DUF chargecomparisonaccountsfor that possibilityaswell, by usingthe ratesthatAT&T actually
pays(or would actuallypay) to receiveDUF recordsin different states,includingTexas.

~ This approachwould alsocomportwith theLouisianaPublic ServiceCommission’srecentorderrequiring
BellSouthto replacetheinflatedDUF ratein itsLouisianaSGAT with a lowerDUFratethatreflectsupdated
demanddata. SeeEx Parte Letter from Glenn T. Reynolds,BellSouth, to Magalie RomanSalas,FCC
Secretary,CC DocketNo. 01-277 (datedNovember30,2001).

2



Consistentwith Commissionrules,I amfiling oneelectroniccopyof this letterand
requestthatyou placeit in therecordof thereferencedproceeding. As this is in response
to a Staff requestfor clarification,the 20-pagelimit doesnot apply~assetforth in DA 01-
2286.

Sincerely,

JoanMarsh

cc: JessicaRosenworcel
AaronGoldberger
RichLemer
DeenaShetler
SusanPie
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